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Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike the last word. Mr. Chairman, I was
not going to speak on this amendment. I was somewhat encouraged by the silence on the other
side of the aisle when it originally came out. But then when the majority party indicated that they
are going ...    

Mr. CAMPBELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike the last word. 

  

Mr. Chairman, I was not going to speak on this amendment. I was somewhat encouraged by the
silence on the other side of the aisle when it originally came out. 

  

But then when the majority party indicated that they are going to oppose this amendment, I
have to stand up and say just, at least, one thing. We are going to have some amendment
debates later today about how much money to spend on various programs and how much to
spend on various things and how much to spend overall on this bill, whether we should be
spending more of the taxpayers' money on things or less of the taxpayers' money on things. 

  

We are going to have that debate today and tomorrow and the next day, and there are certainly
disagreements between the majority side and the minority side on those issues as to whether
we should tax people more and spend their money or tax people less and let them spend their
own money. 

  

But, interestingly, this amendment isn't about that. This amendment doesn't change the funding
in the bill. It simply says we ought to have a mechanism to make the money that's there go
farther. 

  

I really don't understand why my Democratic colleagues would have some ideological objection
to that. If we are going to spend a certain amount of money on a program, regardless of what
that program does, couldn't we all agree that we would like it to do as much as it can with that
amount of money? 
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Certainly, if we allow private contractors, or contractors, the opportunity to say, hey, we can do
this thing for less money, and we can do the same thing, and the agency determines that it's the
same thing for less money, wouldn't we want them to do that? 

  

This, actually, is not about spending less money. We will get to that later. But this is about
having the money we spend go farther. 

  

I mean, it's just like for people, Mr. Chairman, that are watching at home, imagining that, well, I
am going to go out and, you know, get dry cleaning today, but I don't care how much it costs,
and I don't care if the place next door does it cheaper, and they are every bit as good or better. I
don't care, I am going to use the more expensive place because we are not going to make
competition. 

  

Mr. Chairman, whether it's you, or anyone in this room or whoever, we have money that we
spend on things, and we like to shop to see if we are getting the best price, getting the same
product or as good a product or a better product for the best price. That's what this amendment
says, is that we're going to allow people to shop or get the better product for the best price. 

  

Mr. Chairman, it is beyond me why the majority party would object to something so sensible, so
reasonable in being a steward of the taxpayers' dollars. 
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